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REMARKS 

Entiy of this CommimcadoxL jjx response to the "final*' Office Action 
dated December 17, 2003 is respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action, claims 1, 4, 10-13, 15, 16, 19, 22, 25, 26, 28, and 
30 are objected to. Claims 1 5 and 16 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12^ second 
paragrapL Claims 1, 4, 7, 10, 11, 13, 15,16, 19, 22, 24-26, 28, 30, 33, and 35-37 are 
rgected under 3S UCS § 102(b). Claims 5, 6, 8, 9, and 12 are indicated as being 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the objections and to indude all of the linuitations 
of the base claim and any intervening daims. Claims 20, 21, 23, 27, 31, 34, and 38 
are also indicated as being allowable if rewiitt^ to overcome the rejectiioxx undor 35 
USC §1 12» second paragraph and to include all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any int^vieaomg claim. 

Accordingly, by this amendment certain claims hove been amended to 
independent form whidbi the Examiner has indicated would be allowable. Claims 16- 
28 have been cancelled as the subjea matter thereof is substantially the same as that 
set forth in claims 1*13 and lS-38. Certain oiher daims have been amended to 
address the objections raised by the Examiner and to particularly point out and 
distinctly daim the subject matter of the inventioa For the reasons set forth 
hereafter, it is respectfully submitted that Applicants' invention as set forth in the 
claims inchides features whidi are not antidpated by the dted reference. 
Reconsideia.1ion is, therefor^ respectfully i^equested. 

In the Office Action, amendments have been made to claims 1, 4, 10- 
13, 15, and 30 to address the objections raised by the Examiner. Claim 15 has also 
been amended to redefine Applicants^ invention in a manner to particularly point out 
and distincfly claim the subject matter of the ijwention as required by 35 USC §1 12, 
second paragraph. 

Accordingjiy, it is respectfully submitted that the objections have been 
overcome and that claim 15 meets the requirements of 35 USC §1 12, second 
paragraph. 
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Claims 1, 4, 7, 10, 11, 13, 15, 30, 33, and 35-37 are rejected under 35 
use §102(b) as hehg astidpated by Marshafl. 

■ 

Howev^er, it is respect&Uy sabmitted that Applicants' invention as set 
forth in independent claims 1 and 15, and the listed claims dependlAg respectively 
there&om, includes features which are n;ot anticipated by Marshall. 

Briefly, Marshall cUscloses a washer for electrically connecting the 
tubes of a fiuid line. The fluid line has tubes set end»to-end and connected together 

■ 

by couplings in which resilient electrically conductive devices are £ltted. Eadh 
conductive device is disposed in between the ends of two a^^oining, spaced tubes and 
has lobes which engage the ends of the tubes to establish an electrical connection 
between the adjoining tube ends. Each conductive device has axially extending tabs 
which fit into one of the tubes to hold the device in place. 

It is clear fi:om the dra^wtigs of Marshall that the annular ring p ortion cf 
the coupling device contacts a conductive flange extending perpendicularly fi:om a 
fexruie mounted oft the end of each tube. The ferrules provide abase for a couple for 
holding the two tubes in a fixed coupling. 

The annidar ling^n the coupler contacts the ferrule of one of the tubes. 
The annular ring has portions wUch bend out of the main plan^ 
end of the opposite tube, with lobes attached to the bent end exteodiDg inward into 
the end of the opposite tube. Thus, Marshall teaches an dectricallv connecting 
device for a tube in whidi lobes on the coni:tecting device extend into the end of one 
tube. However, the declrical device wMch is the fonn of a washer is disposed in 
contact with the outer end of a ferrule mounted on the end of the adjacent tube. While 
the coupler of Marshall noay be adequate for establishing electrical contact between 
the spaced ends of two tubes^ Applicants' invention as set forth in daims 1 and 1S» 
and the clahns dep^iding therefirom, includes features which are not taug^ by 
Marshall, 

In Applicants' invention, the electrical contact is disposed in the bore 
of a quick connector housing. The bore in the housing is coniSigured to recdved an 
inserted onen ^id of an endform. This confieuration defines a auick connector 
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having a completely differs structure from Marshall as the two niflting elements of 
ApplicajQts quick connector are innerfittedj one in the other a3 compared to the 
coupler of Marshall whxdbi, ^^h^le joining two tubes together, neverthdess, holds the 
two tubes in an axially spaced, end^to-etid auajo^ement. 

Secondly, the cofltact of Applicants' ixxveation is mounted in the bore 
of one of the two mating conoponents, in this case, the quick cozmector housing. The 
I contact has an arm extending from a first portion mounted in the quick connector 

housing bore wMch is configured to extend through the open end of the radfonn 
inserted into the bore in the housing and into contact with an inner surface ofthe 

■ 

eodfonn to establish electrical contact between the quick connector housing and the 

t 

eaidfonn r^ardless of 1i]be presences or x3iot of an dLecM 

exterior surface ofthe endfbnxL In Marshall^ the ^d of the washer which does not 
carry the lobes extending into the bore in the opposite tube, does not extend into the 
open end ofthe opposite tube into contact with an imer surface of the opposite tube. 
Rather, the ajomlar portion of washer of Marshall contacts the end ofthe tube, or, 
more specifically, the flange on the feirule mounted on the end of the opposite tube. 

Thirdly, if the Exanuner takes the position that the arm of Applicants' 
invention corresponds to the lobe of the washer of Marshall, then the annular portion 
of Marshall's washer clearly is not mounted in a bore in a housing as it seats against 
the end of the flange on the ferrule mounted on the end of the tube rather than being 
disposed in^de of the tube. 

For these reasons, it is respectfidly submitted that Applicants' invention 
set forth in daims 1 and IS, andthe daims depending th^^om, indudes features 
which are not aittidpated by Marshall 

Claims 5, 6, 8, 9, and 12 are indicated as being allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the r^ections and to include aU of the limhations of tfa^ 
intervening daim. Accordmgly , claims S, 8, 9, and 12 have been amended to 
indep^ident form. Claim 6 remains depending from claim 5. Thus, daims 5, 6, 8, 9, 
and 12 are submitted to be in condition for allowance. 

I 
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Claims 3 1^ 34, aad 38 are also indicated as being allowable if amended 
to ov&xx)in&ib& rejection under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph and to include all of 
the limitarions of the base daim and any int^eoing claim. It is noted that the Office 
Action appears to include a typographical error as the claim tumiber 3 1 is listed twice 
in this allowable statement Since daim 32 depends from allowable claim 3 1 and 
xedted subject matter identical to allowable claim 6, and, fiutiaer, since claim 32 is 
not rejected over the cited reference, it is presumed that the Examiner meant to 
include claim 32 in ^ allowable claim statemnt. 

Claim 35 was rejected ov&r the dted reference. However^ claim 35 
recited subjectznatteridendcalto allowable claim 9. Both daim 35 and daim 9 
dq>endfiomsubstantiaUy identical intervening claini. Thiis^ it is submitted that 
daim 35 should also be allowable for the same reasons which form the basis for the 
allowability of daim 9. 

As such» claims 3 1, 34, 35, and 38 have been amended to independimt 
form. Claim 32 remains depending from daim 31. As such, it is respectfully 
submitted that claims 3 1, 32, 34, 35, and 38 are also in allowable condition. 

In summary. Applicants respectfully submit that this amendment 
overcomes all objections and rejections raised by the Examiner. For the reasons set 
forth above, it is respectfully submitted that Applicants' invention indudes features 
which are anticipated by the cited reference to Marshall Accordingly, all of the 
pending daims are submitted to be in condition for allowance; a notice of whidi is 
respectfiilly requested. 

Entry of this amendment under the provisions of Rule 37 CFR 1.U6 is 

* 

submitted to be waxranted and is respectfully requested. By this amendment, 
Applicants have amemled cert^ daims to place them in a fonn which the Examiner 
has indicated would be allowable. Certain other claims have been amended to 
overcome objections noted by the Examiner and to more particulaily point out and 
distinctly daim the subject xnatter of the inv^on. C^tain other claims have been 
amended to specifically define ^plicants' invention in a manner which makes it 
Datentablv distinct fiom the dted reference. 
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The ameadments to the daims are bemg presexxted at this time since 
this is Applicants first opportunity to address a rejection based on Marshall which 
was newly cited in the "final" Office Actioa AppUcaxrt fuonty believed that the foim 
of the claims prior to the "final" Office Action adequately overcame the previously 
cited references wUch indeed was true since the previous references were not dted in 
the '"final" OfiBce Action. 

Applicants have cancdled claims 16-29 thereby significantly reducang 
the issues for consideration by the Emmner. The amendmjeats to the daims 
incorporates subject matter from dependent claims and do not introduce xxew matter 
vMdx woxild require undo consideration or further search by the Examiner. 

As such, it is respectfully submitted that this amendment meets all of 
the requirements of 37 CFSL 1.116 for entry of an amendment after final. 

However, if the Examiner believes that fiuthcr amendments to the 
claims are necessary to place all of the claims in allowable condition, the Examiner is 
invited to contact Applicants' attorney at the below listed telephone number. 

Respectfiiliy submitted, 

YOUNG, BASILS^ HAISILON, MadPA RLANR WOOD 
&HELMHdLDT,P.C. 




wimaniM. ±ia£aon,jr. 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 28422 
(248) 649-3333 



3001 West Big Beaver Rd., Siute 624 
Troy, Mdagan 48084-3107 

Dated: Febroaiy 6, 2004 
WMH/jao 
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